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(iv) ^TT, M fe# 

ail^ldcb 3jfo mftckll 

(i) ^ ^lef feT., ^ fte# 

(ii) ^€lef feT.; ^R 

(iii) ^eT fcf., 

(iv) v3tFT *€1^, 

(V) ^T?T Mlei XRJ cfjipft, ^ 

(Vi) f^TTeT xr^ m^fT yT.feT., 

(vii) XT^ wft fa., 

(viii) ^TrPTT 

(ix) ^WeT ^iefR 

(x) ft tflpuw arf^W^T fcT., gsi# 

(xi) #Tcpt XH.feT., 

(xii) ^pfR ^f^oT ter wiftsM, ^ 

(xiii) xrM (arsm) ftr., ^ 

(xiv) ^tcT ^a, 

(XV) ^XTRoT $TTO ^f, ^ 

(xvi) gxiRTrr sfftrftod, 

(xvii) txRT feTPfts, 

(xviii) *rrm fta xt^ cj>. xn.ftr., c^Wri 

(xix) 3T*Jcf cnf^R X^ cj> lf *^|<JNK 

(xx) aft> affd ^Jiici 

(xxi) fcRa ^Ici^vji, 

(xxii) xt^ tt^t^ ytecf^r xn.fcr., cbH^ 

Pl^tcjch 3jfc ftfr?ft yjcMKch 

(i) ^3TPT 3TRXR Xj^ (^) X^t., ift 

(ii) 3TFFR xt^ ^teT (-gq) <j>. fcT., 

(iii) eftftpT ?lWTFT cR.ftr. 3ft 

(iv) ^crtsm, 

(v) sous'd, 

(vi) 3Hd>R XT^ 'OcTlol 3>. f d,c£I 

(vii) gq ( q^TJT <3tftqT 

(viii) W^ftfan ^toT xftrfftcT STFSefe 

(ix) Slsfted ^ftf, qf^XTT 3{qtol 

(x) cbdifoWH 

(xi) fftft chmT^M, WTH, 

(xii) ^K&'g 
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(xiii) ^€terwt, 

(xiv) STT^oTC ftrTd, i \ 

(xv) «cJ>KhlH ^teT feT., OT^feTOT 

(xvi) yT.feT., c|4T>Hef^ 

(xvii) cbliRd ?TFTt m 
(xviii) 

(xix) x?u*te f 

(xx) ^R<fld ^FT 

(xxi) ^r, 

(xxii) 'HiedRicW ^TWef ^ft 

(xxiii) g'lfc^ flT.feT. f^FTT^ 

(xxiv) ^TFT STRICT cRrcf cj>. feT. dl^H 

(xxv) cFfa^T ^q-^dT^§' 

(XXVi) Wt3TT WT ^tcT ^ foT-, folcHPT 

(xxvii) 3FFTH 3TRT^T ^ ^ftcT Tjq 3>TCf. 

(xxviii) xTcR^ftf^rr ^gq cj>. fo. 

(xxix) s^R^d ^PUH 3W ciMeim, 

(xxx) ■g^r 

(xxxi) ^f$FT cfelR^I 
(xxxii) 2TT?^ 

(xxxiii)xrqq^T ^teT su^ofc 

(xxxiv) 'dvJjcfl 3TRFq ^teT 'tfvfccfl 3Rq 

(XXXV) ftxTcT cT®FT 3f5ff^T 

(xxxvi)^qq^ ^teT wtR^h, 

(xxxvii) ^tcT q5tpft fsTR 

(xxxviii) ^TR^eT ftw fcT3fFT, ^Tc^RTT 
(XXXix)f^Tfref ^teT WTA ^HlRui 
(xl) cpR^ter 3TT^fcOT 

(Xli) <$jki<b) ^3RH, 

(Xlii) SicCl^d feT. qvqT^T 

(xliii) errf^FT^r 

(xliv) >HN>kilSd ^ uft, uT*Ht 

(Xlv) %^TeT 3t.cft., ^ftcTTcfe 

(xlvi) tfrf^FT 

(xlvii) ^teT cr>ml^M cii^m 

(xlviii) cbnRi^d *tee?r 

(xlix) ^ ■qd^ ^td 





4 _ THE GAZETTE O F INDIA: EX TRAORDINARY_ (Part I l-^Stc^i)j 

3. w 4% affc afft PriWI 44 a^iraferoi 

4%1 nf 2 ft f%7r4 v344 30 fM % %77 3744 OT7 47fd 4 tt 4 % f %4 t^j 

STTi 


4. tr^ra^Rf 4 Tp^rraPr 44 4 ^t 4 % TPft ar^M 47 ^tt 4ft %tedT 
44 E4T4 4 77^4 f<T f%4T7 f%4T 44T 24 afl7 ?K5?fR 34% 37f4% 44 ^4 >k f%47 

w sir ! 

5. an%445 4 anfcR ^rtom tf ar^te f%4T sn 3%7 77%444ftc* qftf^rfcRrf 
44 41^4) % 74S4 347®f 4774 4 I 77747 TSTfaR eTPJ cf??4 4ft 77777 4ft 
TftorfT^ (7$4qT4 ?i74> 44 4F4T4 3tk an^pr) Pm, 1997 % Pm 9 % 
37^747 4|tcT 44 T\i sft I fem 23 atfef, 2009 44 ^ 4T7p745 4Tm mRuih ^TTfr 
f%4 4^ % f%7T4 v347T 3c4T4 % 3774Tc4 47 25% %T 47 4 3%? 600 aR.^T. 4pf 
41.3, 4? Tfraptw fc4 tt43 3t4Pr 7544T4 4^4? 44 ftmPsi ^ sfr I apffar 
7444T4 4Jc45 44 #HT4Ie4> tfaf> 37PrPm, 1975 44 37f^ft-1 % 34?M 7T. 7208 
% oitpfa c|jfi$d 20 f44t. 4137^ 3%? 2000 Ppft. 4Wft 34* % tT3 7%3 

W4o7T/7fr^T/f^7T % 37T3Tc4 47 77414 47 t 4 44 44 4^ sft I TSTlfft, 4T73 

7T7447 4T7T %tt 374p74 75Tt4T4 7Jc4> 4ff c7474T 447 24 I 

6. ^4145 28 374f47, 2009 44 7^ 71l4vjiP]4> ^44T^ 44 4^ ®4 f%7744 7£44T 2 

facT47, 2009 44 %4 41 4^ sft I an%444 4 tii%hP i 45 7j44Tt 4 4 pt 4t1 Iortt 24 I 
>H|cJv#T 45' 'fddl $ 4 4T4 eft 4T% 7741 fedd£ 4574471 4 Tlftl'fo^ cft%4 (7S44T4 
?Je47 %t M^xlM aft7 ancPcH) Pm, 1997 % 1444 6 % 44 Pm (6) % arj^R 
34% KT7T 41 RsI45 7o4 4 ^T44 f%4 ^ Pmft 44 feiRsId 7)4 4 47f4 474 44 
37f%4 f%4T 447 SH | %44^ 44 3P4 %cT4^ 4^74471 % feffecT arjT^ % 

Mc^tK 4f^ 44^ ^f, 47^4 474 44 3T47T7 41 fen 44T 24 I felR^d 37^7^4 4T 
4cfrf4 4 f|cT4^ 4544T7f STT7T c444 f4?7 47 7P4 f4w4 444 44 4^ 2ft 3fft 
7HT54d f^TtT^T 474 % fe(7 vJ4 47 ft4T7 ft)4T 441 24 { 

7. 4^ \3?4T444 s47T 47^ 44 4^ 7JW 44 4^ ^47444 % 7^ 44 4t% 
47 cftTT 47% 344744^ 7T4lft 4^ 7^41 ?Tc 4 777444 f%4T 44T 24 I 777444 f%ft€ % 
374i4%4 at?T %t 771(5^1 Pi cfi 44^e7 4 7747 44T t I 

^triWr4%f%477 

-.- O b -.. - - 

8 . 344444 4 4 c4 28 374^47, 2009 44 ft 7T7%7 Pt4 ? f44Tt 4 4T4 f%4T 

3ft7 4 fl ^#4 TTTt^rPpp fdcllt % 4TC 3744 pHfed 37^44 47fc7 f%7 i 377: 

^fPT % 34^44 4 424447T f%4K 3^7 ^377% 4T4 734% ^ITT %7 4 tt 3TJ?%7 
PlHlf77K t I 




[ vmn—gng3(i>]_ vm'znxnm : 3rerarwr___s 

9. SRlfcT fS*£tvT t?RTR *£tc*T fcT. afR A. 

^tcT fcT. afR ^€Rf 3RtfRS affa> feT. ^T v=RqR % 

^qr^T 4 79% %RTT t I 3JT^> cTSOT ^PRfe f | 

10. c^faH *rra 3 ftwRTfffr vjcqR- ffe Ttc^ wiWtfte/f^gRr t «ft 

arfafom % tf. 7208 % afapfa 3n^ t I 

11. *tr?t A *i*rfa?i >2RqK % arrora wr erf 2005-06 3 1.67 c to 4t.^.AFTf 
^rf 2006-07 3 cFm # M ^ ^ f I 2007-08 3 ^ «i^?r 2.30 oTRi 

4te.Anf^ t*r<r< 3arto, 08 -^t, 08 f^n^t3 ^u^fr 2.25 orra4t.-e.Anf 

Tf afR vjcnf, 08-%d'^, 08 4>t fcPTT^t 4 nf 0.80 RT^ 4t.e.Aflf cT3> ngxT 

^ I <?4fH 4£t ^ ?J^3n?r % 7TRT SfTOTcfr 4 4*ft 4 TOcft ^ 7R eftatTT 4 

ft M afR ^rc^-f^R, 08 fcmrft 4 4 «^r 1.479 cto 4te.AnF ft 
Rt v5Rcf^-T?Rc^ *TTF 4 ^R 2.306 c!R5 4t.e.ATlf ft 7R I 

12. 3T4^, 2008 4 an^ufdd wrft ^t ^At 4 4f^n?> awRuftid 44t % 

4f^r<j> *tft 4 araRnfoe Prcrae % 4 ?rr renr *j*> st Trf l 4 arcf^R, 

2008 4 1000 3H.ft 4R^ % 4R 3 f*T WW 44t 4 f>R l <re 3frf t ^4 
m 400 4 m t 1 

13. ^TTfRJd: 3fR WcT 4 cjWcFH % % 4fa 4 4t *rft4 ^T Wf 

emcTT t I 3f^?-^6R, 2008 4 <l4 WTTft mH ^4 2009 4 TfRdRl XRrft 

1R ft t I 

14. TTf 4^r rrtji 2007-08 4 arrarcT A njft ft t fatm 
^ arrftT^ ^r^i Prftf^ft ^t rto t afR ^rt srite ^rtji srmRT ^tfcfr 

ft^TT % I cWlft^, 3*-41-1* Tfcft an^ - ^ SIRTRT 4>l*lcl 3TRRT f*tH ^R 7R 
Vpl M t ^RTT PlHjfod dlfc!4>l ^ ^T ^FT ^rTT t I ^twt A ftNIdd 4>t 
v$x\ w$, 2009 ^r 4t ^rff t i 


^4 

Hm 

2005-06 

738 

2006-07 

607 

2007-08 

781 


1070 

aR^.-f^fi.08 

1054 


/ 
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R?. 09 

858 

ifi?. 09 

* 

648 

cIctHR 

^Ich^t 

380 


15. ^TRT % <J>eT aTRTTcff A 600 3R.FT ?t cfR #3TT^ % f?^ % 3TRTTcff % 
^ t vJft 3T$cT-focT«l?, 2008 3 5.28% ^ 

2009 .3 61.71 % rTcf) q|xf t | ftHlftrd dlfc*4>| 3 FWcT % 3TT2XTeft ^ 
600 m^T. ?t <jr -tfm % % yfcmcT ^ ^rfar wt i ^ *ttf^ 

3 dcPffecT cfW 600 3R.FT. t I RT^T 3pf ?IF t f% srfc!?fecT 3TRTTcT ^ ^R 
R FWcT % 3TRTTcft I 



^rran $l.z. 3 (sftacr 
jff%h arranr 600 
3R.^f. ^ RT «TfcT 

<G»a <$fad ?l 4R) 

<£5T 31HIRI 3 600 
3R,^f. ^ 3R RT 
?%cT ^5kd ^ 
4RRH% 

3IKI!cT 

RrtacT 

3R.^t 

. 

3jtcT-f^cf, 08 

8,071 

5.28% 

504.82 

3T^-08 

2,975 

1.85% 

518.36 

^4.-08 

6,192 

3.40% 

444.12 

ftR.-08 

27,394 

27.17% 

538.38 

yff.-09 

97,182 

38.78% 

468.35 

tp?.-09 

129,963 

61.71% 

450.24 


16. ctP<fcf> 3f2}cZ|cRSjT RKI4C 3TT^ ?t *ii 4 l 3ft? 3t!^(d % 41^ cu(^5) sTFT 3RT? Ft 
W I 3Uc-HlRld F# % cfTR-crj ^RcTFFT 3 Mt ?t Rwidd 3TT^ I FFT 4 

% cfF?R fct^R 6fMR 3 ^TIcT % Wlft 3T^ 3Tft?fa ^jf^TrT Ft R? I 3R RTR % 
RM FR % <J)RR 3t?m^T W 4 F^TcT <£t ^facft 3 ?t f>l?|cjd 

3TT^ 1 xjfcfr FRTT?T % 'vJlWtcRTr cf^HTT % UtcT R^T^fteT t, FR^R ^ R$e[ ?R 
?t ddllftd F^TcT % cRT^ 3j|i||fcld F^TcT ^ 3ft? RT ?£ t I ^ 

3W^lRld t I F^ 3T5R?nf^Trf ?t 3TFTIcft A 3TcTRcf> ff t I 

17. ^ 3TTRTcft % cRm RtcJ , firf^Rt 3ft? OTcTT RRTtR 3 Rtft 

fh?T<re 3TTt t I 


i» ««i 


i 


M >H I ti ..Ill -i 


•I '* II Hi¬ 


ll ... I. i III. 








Cumi—•^gqg 3 (i>] 


WRT^iTTRtiar: 3Wim<U| 


18. <ft sfaft^tra ^Tcff ft Ri^icie affc raftsj xjcm^cft A> xjerarara, flrfsf>raf t 

oTTO^rfT 4 PNJefci % xjftftftfitof \3?qsT ^ ^ I ftftraraftfa 

ft> H^HvjN 3ilte*»l ft ddf>fd 3T^fcm TOftR d?TTft ^ arjftg f^IT t I XJrftft 

rat raftf % tcR d^lft ft$ 3Rjftra f^TT t I 

fftratd4> ftgfi qft *H<blft aft? P^fdcft % fftraR 

19. ^td % ftft dft^? Tte # f^T^T vjc^KH ^NcT A RTcTT t I X3raT?T*T 

% fox* fftftra -fe xftftan^ m^er ft foPifftd. raft! ftm t i TOfarra rarfa ft ^r vScmk! 

xft *nftd ^RdT dftt t raftffft? % <HFITcff ft *fte| X3fflra xft «fcT 

t I 

20. arraftf gcHT ra^f t cjftffft? aroftt atfsnaft % 3 fjhr 3rrh draMr 

^giFT f^JT. iKIT t I 

21. vrTf^r ^dSTTcT ft4ftt ^JxHT A OT-tM 'ft. 7208 % 3TrafteT 20 fftftt. ftt^T# 3jfa 
2000 Mt. ftWTt *ft racft*j> ra?g eft ^TTf^rdr ffen ram t draft* rarftra>T A xft^ra affc 
^Praftd xfte cffr ftraKifttra xjpqrra ft rare* ^t rarar t i ft> ftft arftra* fts t, 

fTO 3 ftPl^l *ff ftm vJTRTT t x^g ftraRlftlra XJdJTC 4 dtfftd raR 
fcRTT 7RT t I 

22 . vjfiw eft draft PjtlfRd eft raf t | 

23. ftraft* 21 raftra*. 2008 raft TfRd *W 4 >N ft ^T raft uft«iftd ^rft 4 
^ ftm t I XTT^fM TO eft WW<\ cf^ft cR -ft ^ST ^PJTera ft draft* f^TT t 
3RT: xr^ftTRT dTW eft \5Trft *?lft 4* *cft^ dldT* *fft # I 

24. 3iMOMiRld xrf^rfM eft XjfxRT CT ft 'W^C defl fc^TT ' r RTT ^ 3fR ?TRR^t 
dT^T f^XJ ttit f | 

25. mftftef> vftcr mRuiih de^ixft 4: xSnfr fexj. ^ f efftft? arfej^f % 
dTWftxjfe RRftw % fexr ^TTF xrftx^T ^ftf I 

26. fftt xj?qT^ eft dtw t srsrfd TOfarc dtw afR Mie-wM xjp 

ftft XJcp ^1T2T eft \3TT ^ vft 'S«e^[ 3Tt vdcxl Md % I 

27. xt^FTR fcT. 3fk ^ feT. (3fft^) ft 3Txft TTFFft 

^gef 3Rft % f^T xjtrfecT fxr ft i 4 hw, 2009 era? raft wrRrftw 
(WixTTra) ^RT fftqfRcT WI ftt^TT W OTft TOTft A> ft fc+fed 3Tfft«T raT 
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31FKR 3TR># tft'JRfcT $ | TTFT^ <?>T 3R^ 3 £RT F*T 

cRF ftWcTT ^ cf?f*TR ^TR ^PTTR cIR^t % feR q^<T 

3TRR ^eR <JRT<ft t I 

28. 3tt4^ wt ija ^rff ^r t sfbr f*#p? 3trttct ^tt 3t£rt4 
ti 

29. 3TRTTrff 3 ^tt Tjfe ft Mcf Ffift t ^RfcT: 2008-09 3 3TRTRT 20 

fafcRR ^ 2Tt% cfR ^ f«Rr^ iffcft ctf eft fcRT 3 30% ^ f^TTR cR 
*j<bcl ftetcil 1? I 

30. 3fRRt 3 I 

31. eft 2008-09 % 11 *rttt eft smfe % smmr *R?ft 3TR5% i .8 ftfem 

*fte. t eft 2007-08 3 2.8 fafeRR *4 I ^R cR> 2009 4> 3TRRT % 
3TR4 945,524 ift.3. ^ 3Tfecfj ^ £, cR cR> 3?Rffitf 3 cft^ W Rtf 

ft t vjfr 3[ft<R) 4? ^[4 % ftqflcT t I 

32. 3TRTRTt 3 sftoT, 2007-TTft, 2008 aft? 3ftoT, 2008-qRclft, 2009 % tfa 
30% ^ arfecfj cF§t f*RRR 3TTt t ^Rfc^ ^?qrcR 3 ^RcT 18% (17,781,469 
*fte. ft 14,582,918 ift.z.) *ft f>KMe mi % I 3TRTRTt 3 ffe % 3RR 3 
?SrteR eRJ f^ RT 11 

33. m^> ^cj ^t 4> trr?r 3rf^m f&m t I arftWf 

^ ^fcT feT. 3?R fRR fef. cR fteTRR 'HKdl^ ^RT^T 4 

4rR 33% ft^TT sRcTT t t 

34. ^ T* t ft *TTR eft FR ft^S cRRRT/^teT/f^RT % 3TRTRt RRT 
^ t I 

35. ^ftcj vdejVi R eft eftt Rjffc STfeT Ft ^ 1? 3fR ^ ft T PfR eftt 

^cRT t I ^TF ^cj OTRT f^TWR Wt ^ ^ %, f^F^ 28 3R^R, 

2009 ft yT l t^Pr^ ^RTt ^ f^RTT feRT 2TT I ^R^T %^FTT R ^TF 
C^llcll % ^ $ 3Rt Cf>i4qit ^ f^STT 7t f I ^>41 

3 cR^R RR ^ ^RTR cfR I^RT ^TR I 

36. 3R RR ^ ^tt f^RRR 3Tlt t I SRcTT ^RTR ^} 93% % W ^ ffe ft 
t I ftrffRfr c[fe ft t f TRRR % W 3 f>K|c?e R# f^lt M t I 






[ Mm II —3(i) ] 


VRH *1 TTmIMsI : 3TOTUOTT 


fttfft *ft)d<f4 ft 4t ft^ft 44t? ffft 4?7 w 43! W4T4T 3 i 314: 4fcJ 4?ft4 4>t 
f^fcpoi wtm *jo4? ot4t4 4>t aiN^chdi 4>t wft 4ft 43t .4R*ft 3 i 

37. 4fc£ 4*34 4ft f3 5rft, 4ft 4ft3 3t, 4t 4S 3 I 4fcj 4^rt4 % 

srjffa % 37^4? 4^3 <ft 2005-06 4 4foj ftft?4r ft 543.67 4RW ^>4? 44 4747 
^3n 3 i 4fe[ ^rfn 4 4? 4747 ft?4t m ft? ^*3 2008-09 % 11 *tiM 4 233.04 
4??W 4?7 WI 44747 447 3 4ft 44 2005-06 4 7337? 4? 473 % 3Tl4 ft 4t 

% \ IR7 W0IM *lfcj '3^Tt T T URT \3dl<Jl 447 4737 7344>t 3757447 4? 4?7?4 % 3ft? 
ftf? \3*ft? £T?7 4>ft[4 ?>4 ft 37747cTt 4ft ftr*441? 431 cig?T4l ^T ?74?cT7 3 I 

38. 44 2008-09 % 11 43ftt 4>t 3T4ft % 3t?T4 4tffeT sf^FTeT 4f4474 4tfvf4 qft 
4t.^. 10303 ?P7? 4447 3 ftt 4ft ijfeft 44 4? 4t44T4 4TftT4 ft eJeFTT 4>t 477? eft 
47iqft 3?ft4? 3 I 4? ?57t474 47^44 3RTFTP4 4774 4>4ft 43 ^ ft 474? 4>t 4^ 3 
44fft? 4f^ 'dej'ft 4ft fttf 57ft 43t ^ 3 ! 

39. 47?4 4 377474 % 3774?3 3ft? 474 4? 4#4 3 ft? ?4 4tft 4 te, 2008 % 
4T4 4 f^KN^ 3n4 f ! 4fo| 3ft? 37eT?f<^t4 4F4R 4 *44 4 4?3t % 44Tct ftft?4t 3ft? 
v3e4t44 4 *414lft# WT 4 4?*ft 377^ 3 I 

40. 377^443 4 4F 4t44T 4>t 3 ft? 3fe fto© 447444 4>t 4>M 4474 4 4TeRjfM 
4 4 ^tT 4 ^ 3, TOJ ^FPg-ee^ ?3tc[ 44 4Tft4? fafft 2008-09 4? 37^77? 444>t 
ftrfft ?47?«4 4 ftfft 344 44 4^3 ?ft?cT 43! fteTeTt 3 I 

41. 4?t4eff 4 4?4t, 4ft 4ft^ Ft, 4t 4? 344?44> sffxT WT 344Tcff 4 443 

44T-44T 4# t I 4^ \Jsft4 4 4t44H 47^74 4ft 2005-06 4 6374 WT4 3?ft 
4t.^. ^ 3ftc7, 08 ^ 4R4ft, 09 4 10303 ^4? uft 4t.^. 44> 44747 44ft ^Rs4 t I 
W&& 4? 4c4 4cf4T t ft? ft^t ^t*7cff 4 ftft?4t 4>t cf74cT 4 ^3 ^ 37ft^ 

%\ 

42. yifftcb qff^iiHt 4 arerq-arerq ^4 4 3% 4 4>4 3fR wnr wr 4 9% 

4 4?4 44? ft4>T44tc7 44t 4ft 4lf4o7 ft>47 447 3 4t 44^4 3ft? 4RR % ft?5^ 3 I 

43. srft 444t 37^rr 3 4^ft^ 43t‘t 3fR f^4 4R'4ftrai 44 3m 3 i 

€t 3ft y 3PJE&4 4.2(4?) ^ 3T^qicR 4 57ft % ftn* 4?4 4 4R 8 

57ft ^R4ft 45T ft?4w ft?4T ^447 ^47^4, 4fg ft^Tt 431 ft?47 447 3 I 

44. 34474 f^R ^3 4 3ft? ftft?4f,. 4c4744, 4^747? 447 4FT 44? ft? H744447 4 
4^4 44 4>t gc747 4 f3 ^ I 3T7474t 3ft? 4?f§74 44t? 57ft % 4^7 4?7?R7474? 

?m 44 ft^qui 4t ft?mi? sft? 3 rj? 7 3 i 
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45. iilftiqq % 3Tf9ST-3 ^ q? ^?fT t 3frfqq> 3R[fc, qRTR 

feT- 3ft? ^qicT fo. qrft ftoffqR cpr *TR7ftq 3 %qeT 33% 

f^Rn t I w$ 3rWm % 3t?nk *Rcj ^rk q?t qR^qi 3 wfe 
crf^ cqTOJX q*ft # I c^eT ^TT^T 3 epqol 33% f^HTT \3tkl % 3 rff % 'tfteR 
f^RTT ^ W ^T ^kTT t I 

46. qT qrfq qR^nk 3 yeHiaki q?r 1%^ q# 

t I qft q? *TFT ?ft feRTT fcfr ^TTcf rft qRT 3fR ^841 <H 3 RrWci 

3mRTtRRT t eft ^T% qf^TH>W*)M 3MT?ff 3 ?&$ ^ ^ ^ %' I 
fcPT^T rfH 3Rq 3fk STT^cfe (qRcT erf "kq^ ^Rg" % Piqfacrf ^ 

arrareff 4 qrf rft'ej?HT 3 q*f 2008-09 3 f^RT^ t i 

47. v3TTcr ^3TTeT Wft ^HT 3 v3q-rfrf 4T. 7208 % 3krfeT 20 fWt. qterfsfk 
2000 Rpft. xfkr^ efft wft cRerf yilftlH cf§t Trf f vrTcfk) iltfxlcbl rf ktd 3frf 
^Rld^d trfef erf kr|R7#T % qqrf rf eTT^y ^T W t I WTT5I rfrft % 
3TcrfeT vJeqid % ferft q% erf ^TTRTcT qR^t efft ^T m fcuRf) fefR fepfT q? 

Wf VT # t ftxTNT#T qfk-c^T rf f i 

48. sffl qprR 3 fimRkk WTTq eft qftqm qqft ^ITW t I Wq^T, iM 3jk 
f^q % W, 3Tferq wfk 3fft v3qftcfeTT 3R4q-3RTq t 3fk ^qkf ^ 

3Ter T T-3TeFT t I v3eqK ftPI % 3TTpfm> ^ 3fT^RT 

q?keft qR qnqft 3 TORi§t q^T t I 

49. 3TRTTcft ^ ?«ftqR qrrq qps qft ^ 3TROTcp ?Ief t I ^sTT ^TTefT t 

fcfj erf 2008-09 % ^RFT 3TRTRT 2007-08 % q^FT 27.68 eim q5t ^cHT 4 
19.880 cTR3 >rf 0- qq> erf ^f 7.3 (28.18%) # efk Rwiqd I 

rfR tft 3Trfq^ qjqr qR^ t fcp 3TRTeff ^ ^ t I 

50. f^TRkk v3eqTcT % 3fRDeff 4 qfrf OTTeT ^ 3rRTT t I qR^RP qRu||rf 

qjq^ % 3 tjbr MRcbfed 3qqTcff % srrfk f^ti^K # :- 


erf 

3H*Jld (di^/41.e.) 

2005-06 

20.04 

2006-07 

19.67 

2007-08 

27.68 

2008-09 

19.88 





[HPT II—*g<re 3 (i)] 


RTRRRRRTO : 3WIRTm 


51. ftfa ft Rft ft? ^RH aTTRleT 19 ft 20 era ftt.R. rfeT Rft ft? 3TTTT- 
1^ 2007-08 ft 3TTRm RRR?T 27 era ftt.R. TTR ft Rftffft? gftcj ^fftR 

ft? feTR RF ftftt R?T TRR RT I erf 2008-09 ft 3TTRTeft ft R?T R?rf TTTSR Rftf ft I 
rft rr> fft? vjf«r erf 2008-09 ?rsn 2007-2008 ft rft 3 ftftt ft ftcpm fan ft, rr 
r#r ft? RIRTR fftrft ft m 1.17% ararfeT 25.56% ft 26.73% RR?, eft 
gfc ^ ft I W& WR 3fRTTefr ft? fftrft 3 eFFFT 3.05% eft fftTTRF a^rfeT 22.31 % 
ft 19.26% <ft Pmcie arrf ft I RrfftR?TR?Rf frt rap araFf ft rf ftt ttc ft fft? 
RTTeftR ?3eRTR<ft' % ^eT RMTT fftrft ft ftt 2007-08 ft 77.69% ft 2008-09 3 
80.74% eft c[fe ft I F*T RR?TT RftcJ ^JeRTReft eft * fftrft Rft ?fe:ft R?rf 
drT t I 

52 . RF TRm ft % RFf RR? fcf? uR WT ft eFFFT 17 % RR? Rft R?ftt 3 ?rf f cR 
arrfRR? aryft w fftrft eft 2007-08 ft 26 % ft rrtr?t 2008-09 3 28 % R?rft 
ft rm tft ft Lam: foft rtrt Rft ft Rftft aftft Rftf ft l 

53. ^161 eR> fft? v3R TFR* e|^ Rft FT 7 ! ftft^ft ft Rknc afrf ft, cR aTT^RR? 3TRft 
vieRKH TeTT ft 2% Rft <ffe RTRT R?rft ft W TFT ft I F*rft? 3TefRT, «fMT 4ft 
RTF eft fftfteRf ft aRT \5eMRcr) <£el RTR ft? fftrft ft? ToR ft 3TRft vJeRTRR TcR ft 
9% eft RTRT RTTft ft WT Tft f I 

54. artWf ft rf ftm ^tirt ft fft? r^feT, ftrr aftr 3 fr ttr ftyft ft rrftt 

amfft ft 90.4% ft 99.99% strrt wk gjm fft>RT ft ^r arrfRR? arfft 

fttft 'em RRT R?T TFT ft I Rrf TR^ RTTJ ft? 3FR RRTTRR? RFft fR cfRR ft RWT 
100% viM^Vl' FTffteT RRft ft TT5R T% # eft RF RTcf TFRT ft aTTeft t 
anftcRft ft? OTcTT aqirVi ftfteft araft arf^m rr erff t I aRmr ^Rftrf ft Rmcjd 
aTRTcft ft ffe ft? R7RT7T Fftf t ft^? F^T 4>TTR Ztt^cft ft? RTRTft an Tftt 

armRy? Trrarrf ft I 

55. aTTftyy? sfTTT ^ReRT R?TTR RR aTR?ftt ft? 3TRR RT ftuTRR eft ^ ft cftft 

Rftt ft I ft^RK % 3TR?ftf ft eiRldlT fttftt ft I RTF TR*ft 3TR?ft 

RF RTTfft ft 1ft? anft^rf eft RTft RTft R^Tft R% ft I cRnfft, RF ftfe RRRT RFR^ft ft 
fft? aTTftRRft ft RF TftRTR fft?RT ft fft? F^ arrfft ft? R^TH fR RTft IftfftRR RT R^Rerf 
ft 1R RTcft ft? R?TTR fR'ft I 

56. F^TeT vjfttR RRRT, 2008 ft? RR ft \JRvT TJeRTRft RT eTT^ftfft J l ftftftt Rfftftftt 
% wt ft 3# ftrter tft ft l F*rft> areTRT, trsrt r eft Rreftrf ft aftr r ftt 

vWftleMI % tftef ft ft-RRT RMR ft rfftTRRt Rft ^ ft ft Rftt f | 
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57, yfa arraTrff 3 ffe y# t eft watam wm apjx&y 4.2(y>) crsrr 
y#ypi Spy? faRFT % SPJSfa % ^li]IM>-1 3 Waidfaki 5# W?# HTOVjjt # #y 
y># cprr #t w*d dtl \fddl t j ftR #, fafam y?TWt % fasck 0 ! % 

3ffafa 3 yg WF£ t fa 3#yy? # #fk def eft <RTT #t #ef y# OTFft y# t I 

53. ayyi# 3 3? amiy 3 wyy any# y?faw #fk def #y #t 

cPTWfFRP W y£f # Wy5WT t I am: ^ 3PJ#T fa^TT ^TTeTT t fa STfappft # 
famyfay yy yy# y^y? yifa? afk %yw gw amy? y? #y wwpw y>* 3# 
rlTfar fa arpsTRff 3 yfttgfay#?£ t i 

59. gwfa areTTefT, eMTepfer «fa any# afk y?fam dcr (# y# t) % 

#y #t 4?N u lleyy> WI y# t I gwn?r 2008-09 # # fay# % 

fay#-yR mRuih 3 yg #far fa^T Mil fa: 

2008 £■ ^tTFf WWff $ #f77 ddJId&dl, 4>h’J&Hdl i?7fetf 3fe 

ddlidd efFTef 3?t m W7^ & fe? Wrff *cfNZ wfe W UWWT 3/k 3m}fifefe?W 
few W, vft ^ £ ytww W? fcfW W # / gW 3fflfe & yfa? 

<Kiitc */?«7w ^ ^ yR u f(+itq'tt l i dki tyfd vft WPft $> Wfe v)cvg <w)g<rd 

wnt & fey wd <w w mw £, <rft ygff 

gftvimw'&Ti gw /frgjg # ytww g# ?W wjtww m &wtwt 3.66 iff.?. $> 
m? uw ww ?m w, fem$ 44% m to wWw wtm £ / 

60. am: atT^cf) ^ ^fafer f^rfer t fa vJcwt afk m^\ wtRt 4 
f^iwcm cfm ett?j a^Te^mr % yywy ap^ I 

61. ura ^kcj wwkT ett aiPivftd #ici 610 aPT.^f. t, ?ft 600 apr.^T. tJt xpr 
er^ % weyfar y^ 25% w\ eprry ^ ^ yfy 804 3pt.^t. tt yrw. 
fa^fa yfapp^roy 194 apr.^f. yfer yy affa?ty wi v3Md*j tt^T l 
y^Tf^FP (^^flym) ^ fa# # fayyfarr ytir wy# t # dcr # wm\ 
y?# % fay afaf^m ^j?y> ^ gepn ^yiyi arfay? gt yyftfa ywyr fayy 11 (2) *¥ 
amfam yiyypff % faw tkn l yy gyk ^r ?fa % yfa .fa?# ysrcm % fay t fa 
gw ypfa % ya# afk yfaf^rfa# A fa?# ^ey? # y# t I 

62. ykpT #pt y?xr (#yr^ey>, fa^n wy-y^r, ywy# apfa) tt v3fr ?#yrc ^jcy? 
# eppy y# ^ gypy # #h# ^ y# ffa # ypy# I $m\d # #p# ^ gw 
wr # yfa ^ 3ry#yyr a^r yfr.eR^ yyifaw #pt # yg^ ^ f\ ^y? anfe 
y# yy yym wi % \ wgy?, ##, ^ar ayyrw ayfa ^ wyfad w# aryw^yyi 
yfa#ypyy gwrm y?t #y# ^ ffa % yywy yrawywr fa#y yyry yy wpht yk# I 









vm WTnnBr: 3wnmm 


u 


63. Trt r 3TR cWFTcf q4 qWt 4 4f^rq> 4 -PkW<! 3TT# t d«nft, ^T 

fq ^qrq q?t 3f^Icf qftqcT t I qjjftiq ^eq> 4 qfaq ^T 4 

*R 4Ht I 

64. 44 qR4 % ftqM afR q4ej ^qiqqS, qqY^|3ff/3TFnd^l ftqfaqff afft 

ftqfdq? ^RqjRf % qq4 qft q^T t I ftte MlH4>l4 sTHTT TOJcT ft*J qq 

3tj^t afR qq4 qq^ q>r PiHifVd f^qf 4 qftra qqpfr q? ft^R f^n w 

# I 

65. RtJKuftH ^cqiq: 3lftqcbl 4 20 f441. 4tel# afR 2000 f441. 41^1# qq? % 

Ffe 4eS qqRRR/?ftOT/f^RT tR V*itaw ?{eq> oFTT4 q?T apj4q ftRJT t, ftf4 
#qrgcq>' tftq? 3#m, 1975 qft arg^ - I % 4. 7208 % atq4q 

cHfifd ft^TT ^TTcTT t I ftqRT#T qqiTq q4 apft? M afR ^ cRTT tftST# % 
ftftw f^Ffr % 44lv*W 4 vicqrf^d ft^TT Rfqf t afR 4qT RT^T t I 

66. ftftq %del<€{ qa^Rt 4 q? 3T^flq ftrqj # % qfq ^3TTcT 4441 4*HT 4 
20 f44t. 4ftr# afR 2000 f441. 4tqi# qq> qq?M 4. 7208 4? afq4q an4 qToft 
q41 q^ja# q4 Tmfter ft>qf w t i qiftqq 4 r 44 afR ^jftq4er *44? 
ftqRlsftq ^cqrc 4 qTS? MWt I arqq4q % ^ftqiq#^ 44ftcf 
v3cqK WS q#1 # I qqRTeR 4teq afR ftgRT % qTRR, afftq qqqtq afR qqqftqT 
3TeFT-aferq # afR ^q qqnqt q4 f4q q?q 4 q4qqq?< 41 ftRfT rtht % i ^q4 ftq- 
Pr. q^qq Fr*pq % arrc4q> 4i q^ q5t afRrq qW q^ qqqft amcqqT qmq 
q^qr t I a^qqT, ftqq^ mwti 4.q? ar^lq fWi t ft? ^ q?ftqq 
qqqq f qqT^rq % ftrq 16 f44t. ^ arftq?.% y$\w\{ im, afc^T eft q>ftq 
^qrq (.001% qq> q?ftq qT^T qic^), 650 qq4ft ^ 3rftq? j&n m3 tk 

yle^ ftfqqq HNa 4 qqqqq q^f ft>qi ^TTcfT ^ q^ qrfq % qiq4 4 TTffteT ft>qi 

qqi t I ^ft> qq qqqqt q>T qRq 4 qqjrqq q^t ft?qT qrmr t ^qftjq 441 cRgaff % 
3qqMt 4 drr q^f ?1 qq?4t t qT srft qq ^crt q€f b 1 q^n t I 

67. q£ qq ft?4q«i ft>qr w qT l arftqq? fq qqq 4 q?t^ qw q^T q# 
qR qrq qq% ^rtI 6 f44t. 4 arfto % q41 qrffan^ 4^, are?T 41 q>ftq qqqq 
(.001 % qq? qrftq qm qr4), 650 qq4tq 4 arftq? 4f4eT ^qqr qr4 Fft 4e^ qq 
ftftqftr f4qT rtctt t I 4 ?q qqq 4 41 qw q^gq q# qR q% 4 f4 ftRT 
qq>R 4 4 ^tt qqqq 41 qq4> irt ftf4f4q q^f BlqT t, auqiftq qqqq % "qqn qT 
qRflH qftqr4t q^g " t l cRgq: 4 441 q^gaff % qm qq> qqjq q^1 qR q4? 4 
ftp# 16 f441. 4 3Tftq> % q41 qtftan# 4^, afe^r eft q?ftq fqnq (.001% qq> 
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TOT W$), 650 yqtfty 4 3Tftcf? 2ftTcT gTO qT#£fe4W % ^ w 

TOST ^Rf TOT ^TT TTTOT £t I 

68. fldTO q«F®Rf % eft? <*>T ft^TO cfj^ eft 4 3TmTO £ ft? 

B?TO Cf5t ^ftfeT^ ftVftdt#, 3TleR OTPPT, ftft*fW yft?qT f ftfacT >HltetfT3ik TO 

TReT ft?foeTT3Tf 3? efft 4 f^RJeT gxHT PJRT ^ I 3H4S3?jr4 ^T<# ^ft^fe 

Tjrm£ 4 to ftroraik t # tot ak y?rgy 4? tor <r "tor *tt TOsryfcRysft 
F*g" 4? to^> yft Rciiftd ^str ^ % to 4^3ry£ yft % wh # ^ 
gro srcgcT eft £ i 3 tt^t 4 yrger p 4 y£ gro vpftFgrT yft y£ -snftlfad fstt4 
% feTy qpfcT pft £ I 4*f ft?# Wf 3? 3TTO ^ ^«Ato,TO % ftR F? FeTO* # 
^eT TO^TT aflRj^Juf £ | 

69. 3rt: m tot tot £ ft? 4 tfR*t%ci totf st^t ftftftd 

TOftf 3? "TOR *TT PcSS? TOR 4 * p£f£ I 

70. TEftej;^^- top 4 44 5 ygny tors? £ ftR% to-t#to goy* tor 

sn4 £g vjliyisfH TOR P>T TOIcH P?# # TOR £ I TO% TOT £: fTOR 

fcT., pPFTR T#ef ftfv, fty^eg #tTO fcT., #fcr 3T#ft# 3 m foT. #T TOT 

#fcr ftr. i w frr ftr. #r yrro #fcr ftr. ^tt rrt #f£. 

£l 4. #RR*eg T#cR ftr. #T R#cT 3TSflft# TOT? foT. 4 RTfrRT R?T TOR# 

ft?PT t I 

71. ftte ft^TTOr.y^PTTr 4 3rg#r ft^rr £ ft?. Rfti'cw 3? srgysr- 3 # to 

4*u tot £ ffcarfty# TOjfa trttr #terr ftr. #t pro £^far ftr. #4f to 
<pT R## TOIcR #-ft?cfeT 33% ftro TOTT t I ^TT 3{ftftTO % 3RPfcT 
vjitItt y>t qftror # weft? % ftry towp# £ I ^r ^top £ 3?ro 33% 
f£rar vjiitp % arsf ft? ^?r yg?a flro y£t tot vTr Tfror t I ^ 

cft> ftPT £ W te-ftlW MTO^)' % ^ # gxPTT/3Tft>£ %TO 2 i| |Rfcf>Tcp>dT vS?M 
^ ftry ftp yy t. i 

72. ^ftTOJcP? £f^ STftftro, 1975 P>t ETRT 8(^)(6)(^) # 

MQyrftd fepyr wt l ^fPT y>t yftror Tf^eMHT y^Hiwidi y£t 

p£ £ i arftro to y£ gxRr £. wn$ ftr. ark 4 yror 
T€tH ftr. 4 Tftfer £• i to srft^f 4 TOter g^Tr^rftro <m few^#‘£i 


1 aritif^*1975 #i?rt 8 ^{6)(^) 4 ^cj \3iifrr^ i^mi^k mR'ri^ f^n w $ : 

(13) *y^<j do)'/" Wl 3f*f dev/^^ ^ : ' 

^ ffW ^ *7/7f7 ^ «*#/d 7?^ 777 J/oW/ 1/frl'tVifJ $> drV/<f^ ?f,' HT 
(H) ftw *7/7(7 ^ W/-7 77/ yrwr ufnwtff 4tvJ W BW drV/<7*7 *777(7 ^ d<frf <7fJ ^ ^c? drV/<71 557 yg« ^7777 V-7(7/ 

?T / 


l , ,1 XA li 


( u 









■vmm ': 3ronnm 


IS 


sRcJ ^Sftn 4 u *R 2 fa)" y4 cr 4 cpj cftf 3HSTR yft t I 3)^ ^ % *TF 
4> ~fey ^ *flW5R5fT ^ift f^n t fe 3TTifccft % TTRT y*p fftRTT t I fkft^ 4 
^?TT RESy %, vft *TF yft 'Hcpdl Ft fe 3ntacp lRo| 'det'M ^T ufclRilticd 
3^4 t I ^T% fittftd, 4 FT^T R^fefl afR 4. ^ftef 3j4lRft 3TTy> ffeyi fe. cprj 
^ PltMIcH 3jft44>T % RTOcRT 3 ftcjol 3TeR t I 3TT^cf? f ^RTcT 

r|*ftt ^fc^r mti t, *kcj ^siRr ^t yRiPt&Rr nft ^r 4 t afk wm 

WTT^f TTRcT 4 ^T \3cMKH yy ycj> qft t I 3RT: 

RftaRjc^ tRyr arRjRray, 1975 (6)fa) % st^tr wfaz ikc£ ^ftn 

^fft t I 

73. aiftq<ft 4 20 Rtft. 4tel^ afR 2000 Rpft. y4 

Ffe fteF fe4 #RRJRy> £fej> 3^^,1975 eft aFjqft-l 

% ^reft44. 7208 % aRrfa 4%d Rrjt virnn ft % arrora 44sft ^trt ^ 3TT?m 
4 mv$ t 4 feyRTftn ^qry ti <Rrtfft ygriR yy a rraR ^ d 

arm Rcfi^i^icj ft yftfe Vffc zn yRiar wfcRqtff" vjcyrc ft4 % wi 
^yofsr qft ft l R*r wrrar y4 w^th ftyrcRyy ft ft 44 ^cyrft 4 44Rt?r angrier 
% arrWt <R ^yftn yft |ry arwidl % Rrft*R 4 ft4 feyT ^tt w ft I 

44fa «fRf *IT 44fc *lfe y>r mm 

ftftfifttt ?n4 

74. "44R a#" yy ar4 44t arRr ft R*rj 4 *kcj ^ftr 2 3 *ft f^rfrr ^ fitffer 
an vJny alk a# y?T ^cm H yq arf a# 3 ^ afR an^ ^rt t i 

75. ^artynr ^rr % 3 ^^ 4.2(<ft ctstt ^Nrjc^ tRy? (Taftym sjecF eft 

qF£TR afR an^eH) Rm, 1997 % Rm 8 % ar^r ^ d^-fleft 7 m aftfer 

t f^ *Wk arfer ^t 44k arRr % % RrRrt % fey ersn 

3pzj ^Reft 7fj] 3jpjqi4 WT 4 ^crqiepl Rh^l 'dl's' I cfSrrft, ^rT Mlq^ldl 4 ^TF 
feRifq^c ^rft % fe y*n Qdi cft4 ^cdi<fR wqf?ia ?krr 1 4^t ^jc^nyRf feft 
Rfete ypfe afk 4«iRld y?t Rfece f^Rr % craft % armR ^R te-Rm 
TTReff 4 ft^'Rfpf 4> fey 3RFT-3RFT I yd4^ ^xf| _ 4^ q?T^ 4> ^jetH 
4 ^f ^tRtt ancTRTcj? FRn fe 4^ y^j c^r^ “to” rft t 1 .^TFm % fey 
fe# yy> ypfe 4 Rrfe^l TfeyR afk d^Kcbdi 4 RRiqe ft mrft t f^Rrft 
otRi y4 f^rfeT 4 "mft wrar f^Rr" uyfed ftft afR ^Frfey f^ 44k arRr ^t 
Rrscjft rttwrt fRtt 1 ypfe 4 y4f ^Rm yy^> wm: ^ ^t ft, 


2 ^IVJ,<^> 1975 ^)t EJM 8 T3 (6)(n) 

3 #TO<"fr tf^P 19 7 5 <Jvf«R7 8 ?5 (6}(tr) 

>i«c^ €t 3ft 3F^^fal y’cft<j'( -Hi*icll jPfTcfliJ P^q>iy, RhIcI ^ ^?T 139 IR 3TI*lTf^T I 
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ftR ft wm f^rfcT 3 "*nft wm faffcr" reffm ft ?ft ft i 

PR wft Rjft^ afk faft srm rtw vsrra % aioTmT ^ 

3rfft?ft t % n3*t ^rft eft fMcr tr ro mcT Rift w % 3ncta> 3 

^rm eft farter ^t ^icM fim wy 4 i 

76. cK^TR ftftf ^T ftfr? ft% <f>T ^ftT % ^ift 

efTReft, faHcbl f^Rlft vToft^I % cT®TT 3TRf ft 4 r*Tl'< 5Tf% -JTT *Tft^ % 

ct> ftqkR % fft? ^RTcT ft, tR f^R ffen vjfHT I ftfft ftef ^T T Wk 
Slfcl % 73cT^ ^T PW^l vJ^T vJejVl ft Rfejfe tR OTra' qiel Tift TFRT cpiycnl 
% 3TTeiW A ft % ^idH t? aiDMiRd ftm ftft? I 

7.7. q^HM 3 3i|c)qcr> "ftcj \dftV ^fft % ft? Tift TFTcT ^>Rft ft 4 
^PTT 3ftqft gfRT OTcffl ^ I 3TTTOT^ RJ^HT % 3mm 3 ftfa ftef ?TT 

ftfa del % ft ftvijsft ft MRd ft? fftn vsn w t I 

Rrani ft? ftranfor: 


78. 

W* 


vmvjcw % amiR tR fte WRTcm/^M/f^Rr ft armift ft4 Tfttam 
cRTFt ft Rm>lR*l ^ ft t I 


[m^T. ^t-22011/10/2009] 
"S^n H3MH, 


DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 2009 

Subject :—Safeguard investigation concerning imports of Hot Rolled Coils/Sheets/Strips—Final Findings. 

G.S.R. 866(E). —having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the Customs Tariff 

(Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 thereof. 

PROCEDURE 

1. An application was filed under Rule 5 of the Customs Tariff (Identification and 
Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 [hereinafter referred to as “Safeguard 
Rules”] by M/s. Ispat Industries Limited, “Casablanca” Sector II CBD Belapur, 
Navi Mumbai 400 614 and Essar Steel Limited, Essar House, 11, Keshavrao 
Khadye Marg, Mahalaxmi, Mumbai 400 034 for imposition of Safeguard Duty on 
imports of Hot Rolled Coils / Sheets / Strips into India to protect the domestic 
producers of Hot Rolled Coils / Sheets / Strips against serious injury/ threat of 
serious injury. Having satisfied that the requirements of Rule 5 were met, the 
Notice of Initiation of Safeguard investigation concerning imports of Hot Rolled 
Coils / Sheets / Strips (here in after called the “said products”) into India was 
issued on 9 th April,2009 and was published in the Gazette of India on the same 
day. 

2. A copy of the notice was sent to the governments of all the exporting nations 
through their embassies in New Delhi. A copy of initiation notice was also sent to 
all known interested parties listed below: 
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Domestic Producers 

i) Ispat Industries Limited, Mumbai 

ii) Essar Steel Limited, Mumbai 

iii) JSW Steel Limited, Mumbai 

iv) Steel Authority of India Limited, New Delhi 

v) Tata Steel Limited, Mumbai 

Domestic Producers Association 

i) Automotive Component Manufacturer Association of India, New Delhi 

ii) All India Steel Re-rollers Association, New Delhi 

iii) Builders Association of India, Mumbai 

iv) Cold rolled steel Manufacturer Association of India, New Delhi 

Importers and Users 

i) Bhushan steel Limited, New Delhi 

ii) National Steel & Agro Industries Ltd, Indore 

iii) Shree Precoated Steel Ltd, Mumbai 

iv) Uttam Steels, Mumbai 

. v) Yash Pal and Co, New Delhi 

vi) Vishal Tubes & Pipes Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai 

vii) V.D.Swamy and Company Limited, Chennai 

viii) Unimech Engineers, Satna 

ix) Toyota Tsusho Corporation, Bangalore 

x) The Premier Automobiles Ltd, Mumbai 

xi) Sanco Chemicals Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai 

xii) Samir Industrial Metal Corporation, Mumbai 

xiii) Rane (Madras) Ltd., Chennai 

xiv) Ramesh Steel Sales, Mumbai 

xv) National Brass Works, Mumbai , 

xvi) Gujarat Otofilt, Ahmedabad 

xvii) Brakes India Limited, Chennai 

xviii) Bharat Tin and Enamel Co. Private Ltd, Kolkata 

xix) Abdul Wajid and Co., Mooradabad 

xx) Mark Auto Industries Limited, Gurgaon 

xxi) Kiran Overseas, Mumbai 

xxii) Kehf Surgical & Allied Products P. Ltd., Kanpur 

Exporters & Foreign Producers 

i) Wuhan Iron And Steel (Group) Corporation, China 

ii) Baotou Iron And Steel (Group) Co.Ltd. China 

iii) Beijing Shougang Co Ltd, China 

iv) Severstal, Russia 

v) Ilych, Ukraine 

vi) Eregli Iron And Steel Co.Turkey 

vii) Dongbu Group, South Korea 

Y3, GTI * 0 /—4 
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viii) Sahaviriya Steel Industries PCL Thailand 

ix) Highveld Steel, South Africa 

x) Ispat Karmet, Kazakhstan 

xi) Nippon Steel Corporation, Japan 

xii) Mobarakeh Steel Company, Iran 

xiii) Steelcorp, Phillippines 

xiv) Arcelor Mittal, EU 

xv) Bluescope Steel Limited, Australia 

xvi) Orrcon Pty Limited, Queensland 

xvii) Cockerill Sambre Sa, Belgium 
xviii) Associated Tube - Canada 

xix) Eramet, France 

xx) Erasteel SAS, France 

xxi) Hiittenwerke Krupp, Germany 

xxii) Salzgitter Ag Stahl Und, Germany 
xxiii) Natsteel Holdings Pte Ltd, Singapore 

xxiv) Tang Eng Iron Works Co. Ltd. Taiwan 

xxv) Corns Group - United Kingdom 

xxvi) Hoa Phat Steel Pipe Co Ltd , VietNam 
xxvii) Anshan Iron And Steel Group Corp. China 
xxviii) Evarzholding Group Co. Ltd, Russia 

xxix) Industrial Union Of Danbass, Ukraine 

xxx) SCM, Ukraine 

xxxi) POSCO South Korea 
xxxii) G Steel PCL Thailand 
xxxiii) NSM Steel Thailand 

xxxiv) Saudi Iron And Steel Company Saudi Arabia 

xxxv) Mittal Steel South Africa 

xxxvi) JFE Steel Corporation, Japan 

xxxvii)Esfahan Steel Company Iran 

xxxviii) Megasteel Wisma Lion, Malaysia 

xxxix) Mittal Steel Galati, Romania 

xl) Onesteel Limited, Australia 

xli) Duferco Belgium, Belgium 

xlii) Altasteel Ltd. Canada 

xliii) Badische Stahlwerke Gmbh, Germany 

xliv) Saarstahl AG, Germany 

xiv) Nedstaal B.V., Netherlands 

xlvi) Ovako Holdings Ab, Sweden 

xlvii) Yieh United Steel Corporation Taiwan 

xlviii) Commercial Metals Company - United States 

xlix) Euro Gulf Steel Industries 

3. Questionnaires were also sent, on the same day, to all known domestic producers 
and importers and exporters asking them to submit their response within 30 days. 
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4. All requests for consideration of interested parties and extension of the time 
period were considered taking the expediency of investigation into account and 
accordingly the requests were accepted. 

5. The applicant had requested for provisional safeguard duty and provided 
evidences of existence of critical circumstances. The need to impose immediate 
safeguard measures was examined as per Rule 9 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997. A preliminary 
finding was issued on 23 rd April 2009 recommending provisional safeguard duty 
@ 25% for import of said products up to .and .including the CIF value of USS 600 
per MT. The Provisional Safeguard duty was recommended to be imposed on 
imports of Hot Rolled Coils/Sheet/Strips up to 20 MM thickness and 2000 MM 
width classified under sub-heading no. 7208 of Scheduled I of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975. However, no provisional safeguard duty was imposed by Government 
of India. 

6. A public hearing was held on 28 th October 2009, notice for which was sent on 2 nd 
September, 2009. The public hearing was not attended by the applicants. All 
interested parties who participated in the public hearing were requested to file 
written submission of their views presented orally in terms of sub rule (6) of rule 
6 of the Custom Tariff (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 
1997. Interested parties were also given an opportunity to file rejoinder, if any, to 
the written submissions of other interested parties. All the views expressed by the 
interested parties either in the written submissions or in the rejoinders were 
examined and have been taken into account in making appropriate 
determination. 

7. The information presented by domestic producers was verified by on-site visits 
to the plants of the domestic producers to the extent considered necessary. The 
non confidential version of verification report is kept in the public file. 

Views of the Domestic Industry 

8. The applicants did not attend the Public Hearing on 28 th October, 2009 nor did 
they submit their written submissions after ithe Public Hearing. Therefore, the 
views of the domestic industry as provided in the application and their subsequent 
submissions are as follows: 

9. The applicants viz. Ispat Industries Limited, Essar Steels Limited and supporters 
M/s. JSW Steels Limited and Steel Authority of India Limited constitute 79% of 
domestic production of the product. The applicants along with the supporter 
constitute the domestic industry. 

10. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Hot Rolled 
Coil/Sheet/Strips falling under customs subheading no. 7208 of Customs Tariff 
Act. 
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11. Imports of the product concerned into India which was 1.67 Lac MT/month in 
2005-06 remained at almost same level in 2006-07. In 2007-08 it increased to 
2.30 Lac MT/month, but declined to 2.25 Lac MT/month in AprilOS-JuneOS 
quarter and to 0.80 Lac MT/month in JulyO8-Sept08quarter. Wilh the start of 
current recession, imports started increasing rapidly at steeply declined prices ami 
increased to 1.479 Lac MT/month in Oct-Dec08 quarter, which increased to 2.306 
MT/month in Jan-Feb month. 

12. Price of imported material started declining from Oct 08 because of unforeseen 
decline in global demand due to global unexpectedjecession. The prices declined 
steeply from the levels of above US$ 1000 pmt in Oct, 08 to below US$ 490/MT 
at present. 

13. In general, there is two months time lag between the booking and arrival of 
shipments in India. The material booked in Oct-Nov 2008 started landing in 
Indian ports from January 2009. 

14. It would be seen that the import price increased significantly in 2007-08, partly 
due to increase in input costs and partly due to global increase in the import 
prices. However, with the sudden recession, the import prices plummeted to very 
low levels, as would be seen from the table below. The declining trend in the 
prices continued even in March 2009. 


Year 

Price 

USB/MT 

in 

2005m 

738 

2006*0? 

607 

2007-08 

781 

April* 

1070 


SepfOjN 



Oct-Dec08 

1054 

Jan 09 

858 

Feb 09 

648 

Present*:* 

380 


offers- 




15. The contribution of importsMjf steel of CIF below US $600 in total imports of 
steel increased sharply to reach 61.71% in February 2009 from 5.28% in April- 
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S eptembe r. 2008. Thetablebclow gives the percentage contribution of steel of 
below US$ 600 on total imports of. steel. Irrcidcofcat^the non injurious price. is 
US$600 in the instant case. It means imports ofstoeUwith; below noninjurious 
import price have sharply increased. 


Year 

Volume 

in MT 

(Avg 

month! 

y 

import 

below 

600 

US$* or 

below 

NIP^ 

% of 

below 

US$ 600 

or below 

N»* in 

total 

import 

import 
price in 

vm 

April- 




Sept08 

8,071 

5.28% 

504.82 

Oct-08 

2,975 

1.8^ 

bihi 

Nov-08 

6,192 

3.40% 

444.42 

Dec-08 

27,394 

27.17% 

538.38 

Jan-09 

97,182 

38i78% 

468.35 

Feb-09 

129^63 

61*71% 

450.24 


16. The collapse of world economy caused huge demaad supply gap. The demand of 
steel fell sharply on account of unprecedentedrecession. The fall indemandled to 
huge surplus steel in the world market. This surplus with reduced demand led to 
steep decline in prices of steel in the intentionalmarket As consumers of steel 
are very sensitive to price, they are shifting to imported steel at the cost of 
domestically produced steel. These drcumstaaees arc unforeseen. These 
unforeseen circumstances have led to suddearincreasein^import. 

17. The domestic production, sales and capadtyutilizafeenhavedeclinedsteeplyon 
account of increased imports. 

18. The fall in international prices of steel accompanied with fall in production, sales, 
profitability of the domestic produces constitute critical circumstances. In view 
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of critical circumstances, applicants have requested for immediate imposition of 
provisional safeguard duties. They have also requested for continuation of 
safeguard duty for two years. 


Views of Governments of the exporting nations and exporters 

19. There are number of grades of Steel which are not produced in India. For 
example, the special grade API is not manufactured in India. Inclusion of these 
products of safeguard investigation is not correct as imports of these articles 
cannot cause any injury to the domestic industry. 

20. The comparison of figures is not correct as unequal periods have been selected to 
suit requirements. 

21. The Initiation Notice covers everything under sub-heading No. 7208 up to 20 MM 
thickness and 2000 MM width whereas the Petition excludes plates and universal 
plates from product under consideration. There are various grades of steel, which 
are not manufactured in India but the same has been included in the product under 
consideration. 

22. The period of investigation is not fixed. 

23. On 21 st November 2008, Government of India has put the product under 
Restricted List. The termination of anti dumping investigation was also upheld by 
the High Court. Therefore there is no ground for continuation of safeguard 
investigation. 

24. The unforeseen circumstances are not explained properly and it is not 
accompanied with any evidence. 

25. The Preliminary Findings have been issued hurriedly. Two weeks is not sufficient 
time for careful analysis of data. 

26. There is a dual investigation on the same product i.e. both safeguard investigation 
and anti-dumping investigation are being done simultaneously which is in 
violation of WTO terms. 

27. Essar Steel Limited and Ispat Industries Limited (the applicants) failed to appear 
at the Hearing to present their case. They also failed to offer any written 
submission or updated data in support of their case by 4 th November 2009, the 
deadline prescribed by the DG (Safeguards). Such failure by the applicants to 
support their case provides sufficient grounds for the Director General 
(Safeguards) to terminate the present investigation 

28. The applicants cannot meet the domestic demand and thus imports are inevitable. 

29. There seems to be no increase in imports. In fact, imports for the year 2008-09 
were slightly less than 20 million tones which corresponds to a decrease of 30 % 
as compared to the previous year. 

30. There is also no increase in imports in relative terms. 
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31. The import figure of die fiscal year 2008 -09 of period of 11 months is 1.8 million 
MT which was 2.8 million MT in 2007-08. Unless the figure for imports for 
March 2009 is more than 945,524 MT there is no absolute increase in imports 
contrary to the applicant's claim. 

32. The imports decreased by more than.30% between April 2007- March 2008 and 
April 2008-Feb 2009 whereas domestic production only decreased by 18% (From 
17,781,469 MT to 14,582,918 MT). No safeguard measures can be imposed in the 
absence of increase in imports. 

33. The Applicants do not constitute domestic industry as they do not constitute the 
majority. The applicants Essar Steels Ltd. and Ispat Industries Ltd. together 
constitute only 33% of total Indian Production. 

34. The volume of imports of Hot Rolled Coils/ Sheets/ Strips to India from UAE is 
negligible. 

35. The domestic industry is not suffering any serious injury or threat of serious 
injury. The investigation has been initiated at the instance of the Domestic 
Industry, which failed to attend the Public Hearing on 28 th October 2009. Their 
non appearance shows that they are no longer interested in pursuing the same. 
Under such circumstances, the instant investigation may be terminated. 

36. There is no decrease in production. The capacity utilization has increased to reach 
93%. The domestic sales have also increased. The employment level does not 
show decline. The financial indicators do not show any serious injury. Therefore, 
conditions of domestic industry do not satisfy the need for imposition of 
safeguard duty. 

37. Injury to the domestic industry, if any, is self-inflicted. As per the submission of 
the domestic industry they suffered a loss of Rs. 543.67 crores from domestic 
sales in 2005-06. The domestic industry claimed that they suffered a loss of Rs. 
233.04 crores in 11 months of 2008-09, which is less than half of the loss it 
suffered in 2005-06. Losses by the domestic industry are thus, due to its 
inefficiency and cannot be attributed to imports, as alleged by them. 

38. The weighted average contribution margin during the 11 months period of 2008- 
09 works out Rs. 10303 per MT, which is very high, if compared to previous 
years contribution margins. The safeguard petition is filed with a motive to earn 
abnormal profit, as there is no injury to the domestic industry. 

39. The import figures and demand in India show that both have decreased after 
September, 2008. The decrease in demand in domestic and international market 
have naturally led to reduction in sales and production 

40. The applicants’ declared that increasing prices of hot-rolled coils have resulted in 
excess inventories. But according to the JSW Steel Annual Report 2008-09, there 
is no indication of deterioration in their financial health. 
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41. Reduction of prices, if any, was inevitable and has nothing to do with imports. 

The domestic industry has kept on increasing the contribution margin from Rs. 

6374 per MT in 2005-06 to Rs. 10303 per MT in April ’08 to February ’09. This 
shows that the increase in selling price is more than the increase in cost of sales. 

42. Peveloping countries below 3 % individually and 9 % cumulatively have been 
included in the preliminary findings, which is against the law and theAgreement. 

43. The injury analysis is neither complete nor objective and lacks transparency. 

Pursuant to WTO S.A Article 4.2 (a) at least eight injury factors should be 

♦ » 

analyzed for injury determination, but the same has not been done. 

44. Imports were stable and sales, production, employment and even profitability 
increased as compared to the reference year. The causal link analysis between the 
imports and the alleged serious injury is weak and incomplete. 

Views of the end users and importers 

45. It would be seen from Annexure 3 of the Petition that the Applicants i.e., Essar 
Steels Ltd. and Ispat Industries Ltd. together constitute only 33% of total Indian 
Production. The definition of domestic industry under the Act does not provide 
for supporter. A mere 33% share of total production cannot be said to constitute 
major share within the meaning of domestic industry. 

46. The Petition or the Preliminary Findings do not establish the existence of 
unforeseen developments. Even if it is assumed that global decline in demand and 
production of steel is unforeseen development, the same has not resulted into any 
increase in imports. On the contrary, the imports from China, Saudi Arabia and 
Thailand (major exporters of “subject goods” to India) have decreased in 2008-09 
as compared to the previous year. 

47. The Initiation Notice covers everything under sub-heading No. 7208 up to 20 MM 
thickness and 2000 MM width whereas the Petition excludes plates and universal 
plates from product under consideration. Without commenting on the legality of 
clubbing such a large group of products under one single category, we are at a 
loss as to what constitutes product under consideration. 

48. In any case, definition of the product under consideration is overly broad. The 
market, end usage and the customers of Coils, Sheets and Strips are different and 
the products are also priced differently. This has significant repercussions on 
average prices for the subject goods in light of the different products' mix. 

49. The increase in import is a necessary condition for initiation of safeguard 
investigation. It is seen that imports during 2008-09 were 19.880 Lac MT as 
compared to 27.68 Lac MT during 2007-08 - a steep fall of 7.8 Lac MT 
(28.18%) in a single year. Yet, the Applicant claim that there was increase in 
imports. 
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50. There is no surge in imports of the product under consideration. As per the data 
used in the Preliminary Findings the calculated imports data is as below: 


Year 

Imports (Lac/MT) 

2005-06 

20.04 

2006-07 

19.67 

2007-08 

27.68 

2008-09 

19.88 


51. The imports over the last three - four years have been around 19 to 20 lac MT per 
annum. The imports went up to 27 lac MT in 2007-08, which was a boom period 
for the domestic industry. There is no evidence of increase in imports in 2008-09 . 
Even when there has been sharp contraction in demand in year 2008-09 vis-a-vis 
2007-08, the market share of the domestic industry has increased by almost 1.17% 
i.e. 26.73% from 25.56%. At the same time the, share of imports has declined by 
almost 3.05% from 22.31% to 19.26%. It is also evident from the data submitted 
by Petitioner that total market sharp of Indian producers has also increased from 
77.69% in 2007-08 to 80.74% in 2008-09. Hence, there is no injury on account of 
market share of the domestic producers. 

52. It is evident that even when the demand has shrunk almost by 17%, the Applicant 
has been able to increase its market share to 28% in 2008-09 from 26% in 2007- 
OS. Therefore, there is no injury on account of sales volume. 

53. Even when demand for the subject goods has declined sharply, the Applicant has 
been able to achieve a 2% rise in its production level. Further, in the same market 
conditions other producers have been able to achieve 9% increase in their 
production level as a share of total demand. 

54. It would be seen from the figures that JSW Steel, SAIL and other supporters have 
achieved capacity utilization in the range of 90.4% to 99.99% in the same period 
when the Applicant is claiming injury. If the other producers of subject goods 
have been able to achieve almost 100% capacity utilization in a shrinking market, 
it is not understood as to why the Applicants have lower capacity utilization 
figure. The decline in capacity utilization is not due to increase in imports but due 
to internal problems faced by the applicants. 

55. Based on the data provided by the Applicant there is no injury on account of 
employment. The employment figures show continuous increase. The Profit data 
states that the applicants have incurred heavy losses. However, it is worth noting 
that the applicants have admitted that the losses incurred during this period are on 
account of exchange rate translation losses. 

56. Steel industry has been over-protected by way of licensing restrictions on the said 
products since November 2008. Further protection may not be desirable vis-a-vis 
consumer interest and competition in the market. 
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57. If there is no increase in imports, there is no question of examination of injury 
parameters as enshrined in Article 4.2(a) of AoS and paragraph 1 of Annex to the 
Safeguard Duty Rules. Nonetheless, in the light of the analysis of various factors 
above, it is clear that the Applicant dose not suffer from any injury let alone 
serious injury. 

58. In the absence of increase in imports, there can be no causal link between said 
imports and the alleged serious injury. Therefore, it is submitted that the 
Authority should exercise judicial economy and terminate the investigation just 
on the ground that there are no increased imports. 

59. Further, there is no causal link between the so-called increased imports and the 
alleged injury (which does not exist). The quarterly results for Q4 FY 2008-09 of’ 
ISPAT declares: 

During October 2008, the company had commenced upgradation and 
modernisation of its Blast Furnace for achieving better productivity, 
efficiency and reducing cost of production, which has been completed 
during May 2009. Shut-down of Blast Furnace durins the period had 
resulted in non-availabilitv of Hot Metal, which is one of the key source of 
metallic for the Company's Hot Rolled Coils plant. As a result, production 
of Hot Rolled Coils durins the quarter was lower at 3.66 lakhs MTs, 
re ore sent ins capacity utilisation of 44%. 

60. Therefore, it is accepted position of the Applicant itself that fall in production and 
capacity utilization was caused due to the non-availability of Hot Metal. 

61. When the NIP for the domestic industry is US$ 610, imposing a duty of 25% on 
products upto USS600 PMT, would lead to a landed value of US$ 804 resulting in 
an excess protection of USS 194 PMT. DG (Safeguards) cannot recommend a 
duty which is far in excess of what is required to remove injury as it would be 
against the express provisions contained in Rule 11(2). This is without prejudice 
to our argument that no duty is warranted in the facts and circumstances of this 
case. 

62. Any imposition of safeguard duty over and above the existing border tax 
(customs, education cess, SAD etc.) would result in significant increase in prices 
of steel. Such an increase in steel price would adversely affect the infrastructure 
sector which is already reeling under the pressure of global economic meltdown. 

All infrastructure projects pertaining to foads, railways, bridges, housing etc. 
would suffer acute financial pressure due to hike in steel prices. 

63. HR Coil prices have fallen globally. However domestic industry is selling the 
products at unjustified price. The safeguard duty would artificially keep the price 
at higher level. 
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Findings of D»G. 

64.1 have carefully gone through the case records and the replies filed by the 
domestic producers, users/importers, exporters and the exporting governments. 
Submissions made by various parties and the issues arising there from are dealt 
with at appropriate places, in the findings below. 

65. Product under consideration: The applicants have sought imposition of 
safeguard duty on Hot Rolled Coils/Sheet/Strips upto 20 MM thickness and 2000 
MM width, which is classified under sub-heading No. 7208 of Schedule I of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1975. The product under consideration is produced and sold 
in a large number of grades and in a combination of a varieties of thickness and 
widths. 

66. Various interested parties have submitted that the Initiation Notice covers 
everything under sub-heading No. 7208 upto 20 MM thickness and 2000 MM 
width whereas the Petition excludes plates and universal plates from product 
under consideration. In view of the said exclusion the product for safeguard 
measure does not remain clear. The market, end usage and the customers of Coils, 
Sheets and Strips are different and the products are also priced differently. This 
has significant repercussions on average price of the subject goods in light of the 
different products' mix. Further, various interested parties have submitted that 
there are certain products eg. All API grades beyond 16 MM , Ultra low carbon 
steel (having carbon upto .001%), Hot Rolled having tensile strength of more than 
650 mpa, which are not produced in India but these are included within the scope 
of the investigation. As these articles are not produced in India, imports of such 
articles cannot cause injury or threaten to cause injury. 

67. The issue was analyzed. The applicants could not produce any evidence that All 
API grades beyond 16 MM , Ultra low carbon steel (having carbon upto .001%) 
and Hot Rolled having tensile strength of more than 650 mpa are manufactured by 
them. They also could not produce any evidence as to how the product not 
manufactured by them are ‘like or a directly competitive article’ to the imported 
products. In fact, they could not submit even the names of the article which might 
be considered ‘like or a directly competitive article’ to API grades beyond 16 MM 
, Ultra low carbon steel (having carbon upto .001%) and Hot Rolled having 
tensile strength of more than 650 mpa, 

68. In order to analyze the contention of the interested .parties it is necessary to have 
the detailed information about the physical characteristics, end use, manufacturing 
process, price relationship and other relevant characteristics of the product. The 
applicants have neither attended the public hearing nor submitted any information 
in support of their claim even when their contention of ‘like or directly 
competitive article’ was disputed based on facts and law. The information 
provided in the application is not sufficient enough to justify their original claim. 
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In the absence of any such evidence, inclusion of these products for safeguard 
investigation is not justified. 


69. It is therefore held that products mentioned in the application are not ‘like or 
directly competitive article’ to what is manufactured by the domestic industry. 

70. Domestic Industry - There are five major producers in India having capacity to 
produce the product sought to be investigated for imposition of safeguard duty, 
namely Ispat Industries Limited, Essar Steel Limited, JSW Steels Limited, Steel 
Authority of India Limited and TATA Steels Limited. The petition has been filed 
by Ispat Industries Limited and Essar Steel Limited. M/s. JSW Steels Limited and 
Steel Authority of India Limited have supported the petition. 

71. Various interested parties have submitted that from Annexure 3 of the Petition it 
is seen that the Applicants i.e., Essar Steels Ltd. and Ispat industries Ltd. together 
constitute only 33% of total Indian Production. The definition of domestic 
industry under the Act does not provide for supporter. A mere 33.% share of total 
production cannot be said to constitute major share within the meaning of 
domestic industry. They also contested that information / data on different 
parameters was provided for two petitioner industry only. 

72. The domestic industry 1 is defined in Sec. 8 (B)(6)(b) of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975. The definition of domestic industry does not recognize the concept of 
supporters. The information given by the applicant relates to M/s. Ispat Industries 
Limited and M/s. Essar Steel Limited only. When complete information relating 
to supporters does not form part of the application, there is no basis to include 
‘supporter’ in the domestic industry. The applicants have not produced any 
evidence to show that the applicants constitute majority. There is no evidence on 
record which can show that the applicants represent the domestic industry. On the 
contrary, the performance of M/s. Tata Steels and M/s. Steel Authority of India 
Limited is entirely different from the performance of the applicants. The 
applicants who have provided their relevant information do not represent the 
domestic industry and their collective output does not constitute major share of 
the total production of the said article m India. Therefore the applicants do not 
constitute the domestic industry in terms of Section 8B(6)(b) of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. 


’Section 8B(6)(b) of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 defines domestic industry as follows: 

(b) “Domestic industry ” means the producers - 

(i) as a whole of the like art icle or a directly compet itive article in India; or 

(ii) whose collective output of the like article or a directly competitive article 
in India constitutes a major share of the total production of the said 
article in India. 
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73. Increased imports: - The applicants have provided import information of Hot 
Rolled Coils/Sheet/Strips upto 20 MM thickness and 2000 MM width classifiable 
under sub4ieading No. 7208 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act 1975, on the 
premise that these are the product* under consideration. However, the basic 
premise of product identification is under question as evidences of these being 
‘like or directly competitive’ product are not available. When the product 
identification has come under question, the import data relating to such products 
cannot be used to determine increased imports. 

Serious Injury or Threat of Serious Injury: 

Statutory framework: 

74. “Serious injury” means an injury causing overall impairment in the position of a 
domestic industry; 2 and “threat of serious injury” means a clear and imminent 
danger of serious injury. 3 

75. The Article 4.2(a) of the Agreement on Safeguard and Annexure to Rule 8 of the 
Custom Tariff (Identification and Assessment of Safeguard duty) Rules, 1997 
technically requires that certain listed factors as well as other relevant factors 
must be evaluated to determine serious injury or threat of serious injury. 
However, these provisions do not specify what such an evaluation must 
demonstrate. Any such evaluation will be different for different industries in 
different cases, depending on the facts of the particular case and the situation of 
the industry concerned. An evaluation of each listed factor will not necessarily 
have to show that each such factor is "declining". In one case, for example, there 
may be significant decline in sales, employment and productivity which will show 
"significant overall impairment" in the position of the industry, and therefore will 
justify a finding of serious injury. In another case, a certain factor may not be 
declining, but the overall picture may nevertheless demonstrate "significant 
overall impairment" of the industry. Thus, in addition to a technical examination 
of all the listed factors and any other relevant factors, it is essential that the overall 
position of the domestic industry is evaluated, in light of all the relevant factors 
having a bearing on the situation of that industry. 4 

76. Accordingly, in analyzing serious injury or threat of serious injury all factors of 
domestic industry, which are mentioned in the rules as well as other factors which 
are relevant for determination of serious injury or threat of serious injury, have to 
be considered. The determination of serious "injury or threat of serious injury 


2 Section 8B(6)(c) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

3 Section 8B(6)(d) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

4 Based on Para 139 of Argentina footwear Case Appellate Body Report Of WTO 
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needs to be based on evaluation of the overall position of the domestic industry, in 
light of all the relevant factors having a bearing on the situation of that industry. 

77. In the instant case, the applicants do not constitute ‘domestic industry’ and no 
information on all the relevant factors has been made available by the applicants. 

In absence of necessary information the existence of serious injury or threat of . 
serious injury cannot be determined. 

Conclusion and Recommendation: 

78. Based on the above, no safeguard duty on imports of Hot Rolled Coils / Sheets / 

Strips is recommended. 
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